
CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL CHAMBER, C I T Y  HALL 

FEBRUARY 9, 1955 

Pursuant t o  the  adjournment taken from i t s  regular  3eet ing 
of February 2, 1955, t he  City Council of t h e  City qf Lodi met a t  
8:oo o'clock p.m. of Wednesday, February 9,  1955; 'ouncilmen Xughes, 

City Manager Weller and City Attorney lYullen were a l s o  present .  

UTILITY Mayor Fuller s t a t e d  t h a t  t he  primary purpose of t he  
EXTENSION adjourned meeting was t o  d iscuss  the  new u t i l i t y  
POLICY pol icy as adopted a t  t he  February 2 ,  1955, meeting. 

He then ca l l ed  upon those present  t o  s t a t e  t h e i r  
views. M r .  Ben Schafer s t a t e d  t h a t  t he  new policy 
had been discussed with the  Realty Board and it  was 
recognized t h a t  the  City has a problem and the  r e a l t o r s  
f e e l  i t  is t o  the  bes t  interest  of a l l  t o  help the  
Ci ty ;  however, various r e a l t o r s  or subdividers x i s h  
some concessions made from the  policy a s  adopted. 
Mr. Merr i l l  Stone then s t a t e d  t h a t  he acknowledged 
t h a t  o ther  c i t i e s  have been changing t h e i r  u t i l i t y  
extension po l i c l e s  s imi l a r  t o  the  Lodi proposal; 
however, he f e l t  t h a t  t he  bui lding market was such 
t h a t  t he  timing of t he  change i n  pol icy i s  not  good. 
He warned t h a t  it may become necessary t o  lowsr the  
q u a l i t y  of t he  houses b u i l t .  M r .  Ted Schneider then 
recommended the  following f i v e  amendments t o  the  
u t i l i t y  extension policy: 

(1) Extend regula t ion  which was i n  e f f e c t  h r i o r  
t o  February 2, 1955 u n t i l  May 1, 1955; 
(2 )  From May 1, 1955, t o  January 1, 1956, operate 
on t h e  bas i s  of a 5-year refund period; 

(3)  From January 1, 1956, t o  January 1, 1957, 
operate  on a b y e a r  refund period; 

(4) January 1, 1957, t o  January 1, 1958, allow a 
refund f o r  a 3-year period; and 

(5) 
M r .  Weller pointed out  t h a t  t h i s  recommendation 
would not  give the  City the  f i n a n c i a l  r e l i e f  sought 
i n  t h e  new policy. Mr. B511 Rempfer, President of 
t h e  Realty Board, s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Board asked t h a t  
t h e  City Council give considerat ion t o  the  problems 
of t he  subdividers  and asked t h a t  t h e  refund period 
be extended from 5 t o  6 years  i n  t h e  in te r im policy. 
I t  was pointed out t o  Mr. Rempfer t h a t  t h e  5-year 
refund period did not s t a r t  u n t i l  6 months a f t e r  
s igning of t he  cont rac t  f o r  u t i l i t y  extension. On 
the  motion of Councilman Robinson, Mitchell second, 
t h e  Council voted t o  de fe r  f i na l  action on the  pol icy 
u n t i l  t he  meeting of February 16,  1955. Mayor Fuller 
s t a t e d  t h a t  he wanted a l l  concerned t o  understand 
t h a t  t he  pol icy adopted February 2,  1955, i s  i n  
e f f e c t  u n t i l  changed. 

CONTRACT The C i ty  Manager presented t h e  proposed cont rac t  
SP co. with t h e  Southern Pac i f ic  Company for the  widening 
LOCKEFORD of West Lockeford S t r e e t  between Church and Pleasant 
STREET S t r e e t s  over t he  Southern Pac i f ic  Company r i g h t  of 

way. The cont rac t  provides f o r  t he  re loca t ion  of 

Mitchell, Richey, Robinson and Fu l l e r  (Mayor) present ;  none absent. - 

After  January 1, 1958, t h e r e  would be no refund. 



Minutes of February 9,  1955 continued. 

a portion of t he  r a i l r o a d  t racks  t o  allow space f o r  
automobile passage between t h e  t r acks  and the  nor th  
curb.  M r .  Weller s t a t e d  t h a t  it i s  estimated t h a t  
t h e  cos t  of t he  t r ack  r e loca t ion  and paving would be 

orized t o  s ign  by the  adoption of Resolution No. 1855 
- $1,200. The cont rac t  was approved and the  Mayor auth-. 

ADOPTED on the  motion of Councilman Robinson, Mitchell second.. 

MAJOR M r .  Weller then submitted the  proposal for the  major 
STREETS s t r e e t  p ro jec ts  f o r  the  f i s c a l  year 1955-56. The 

pro jec ts  were discussed but no ac t ion  taken. 

The meeting was adjourned a t  9 : 3 5  p.m. on the  motion 
of Councilman Mitchell .  

RES.#1855 

ATTEST : 

City Clerk 

39; 


